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13 December 1963 


Comment on FBI Letter Dated November 29, 1963 


We think the Bureau’s evident suspicions concerning their 
source are well founded. The "information” in the report ap- 
pears to be nothing more than speculation, based on press 
materials and supported by unsubstantiated "evidence." 

Moscow and Peiping are locked in battle for control 
of the world Communist movement and there are no indications 
that either side intends to surrender its major positions 
in the struggle — something which would be required before 
any genuine rapprochement could take place. 

From time to time, conciliatory gestures have been 
employed as tactics in the struggle. Khrushchev's recent 
call for an end to open polemics is a maneuver of this 
sort. Peiping's abusive rejection of this Soviet gesture 
is a reflection of continued Chinese intransigence con- 
cerning matters of substance in the dispute. 

Tough anti-Soviet political speeches during the coming 
US presidential campaign might be cited by Moscow for bloc 
audiences as evidence that, despite Chinese charges, 

Khrushchev has not gone soft on capitalism or the "im- 
perialists" would not be attacking him. They would not, 
however, provide Moscow with motivation for the kind of 
shift in policy demanded by the Chinese as a pre-requisite 
for resumption of Sino-Soviet relations on the old com- 
radely basis. 

We have nothing to substantiate the evidence cited 
to support the contention that Moscow and Peiping will 
move closer together during the forthcoming year. The 
current Sino-Soviet trade agreement was negotiated in 
Moscow during April and we know nothing about a recent 
Soviet trade delegation to Communist China, warmly re- 
ceived or otherwise. 

As for the reported release of Soviet prisoners by 25X1A 
the Chinese, we have no evidence that Peiping was holding 
any Russians and would appreciate any details if the 
source can be queried on this subject. 




